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_pressures from

be outclassed and outmancuvered by the
Sovicts In the past few months,

We have been left with egg ‘s 1n Russe on
our faces as n result of the Soviet backtrack-
ing. The Israellg are faced with a Berious un=
dercutting of their bargaining position,
Fortunately, I8 not too Jnto to reverin oure
selvea and faco up to the factn of life—and
denth in the Middle Eanst, If this monnA
countering lavish French and Runsian arms
phipments to the Arebn by solling more Bky~=
hawlks and Phantom jets 1o Isracl—this mung
bo done.,

Tho planes asidc—Lhe mensape will not he
Jost on Isracl's enemles. It 1s not nccceaary
to invoke sentimont, gullt-feelings and post
history to justify Amerlcan support for Isracl,

In the cold light of International politics, '

Taracl 18 Amerlea's most valuablo nsset in the
Middle Enst today.

To get an understonding of this role, Isracl
may be viewed as a dam preventing Soviet
bullding up against Turkey,
Tran, and Ethiopla—nas well a8 the more
modcrate Arab governments. But, it should
be cqually obvious that only a well-armed
Isrnel, within secure borders, and with a
strong economy can withstand the Soviet
pressures.

It we attempt to abate the Soviet flood
gouthward by punching small holes in the
dam, temporary results might be achieved.
But inevitably, the barrier would be weak=
encd and the Russian tide would sweep
throughout the Middle Enst and Africa.

Any detertoration of Isracl's position as &
result of Ametican nctlons wouid be viewed
by the Arabs as b Soviet triumph and & sign
of Soviet strength. Unless the U.8. were to
completely repudiate Israel and assume an
active rolo in preporing for Israel’s destruc=
tion, we cannot hope to compete on even
terms with the Soviets In currying ‘fTavor

. with the extremist governments in the Arab

world, It ts inconceivable that the Unlted
States should want to compote on these
terms.

There is another aspect of U.8.-Middle Enst
policy which is overemphasized and misuni«
derstood—oll,

A basic truth here Is that the United States
is not dopendent on Mliddle Eastern oll, -

We hardiy use any of it now—and there I8

.1ittle reason to think we ever will, Just look

at our own vast resources and those of nears
by Venezuela, Oanada, and Alaska, for the
renzons why. ' '

For years now there has been a glut of oil
fn the world markets—and the prospects are
that tt will remaln so, New oll development
is proceeding rapidly all over the globe—i
Indonesia, Nigeria, Alaska and the Bovie
Union, just as a few examples,

Western Europe to be sure,
romewhat from a cut-off of Middle East su

would suffe,

plies. But past experience has shown that it

1s the “have-nots” of the Arab nations who

ghout the loudest—and the “haves" who sell .

their ofl to the West because no one elge will

“buy it.

The big American oll companies are in
buslness to make profits. We cannot quarrel
with them about this—eoven If thoy do pol-
Jute our benches occastonally. Thoey would
geem to be ill-equipped and lack the proper
perspective to make ngven-handed” judg=
ments on the nationnl Interests of the U.8,

There is more to American foreign polley in-

the Middle East than the protection of oil
investments,

There 18 another myth, sometimes @x=-
pressed in the vicinity of Foggy Bottom—
whero our State Department 18 appropriately
jocated. This 1s that Israel is at the root of
the troubles pinguing our so-called “friends”’
in the Middle East. i

Without & strong Israel these pns(‘ktwonty
years, what would have been the chances of
the Jordanian and Lebaunese governments
aurviving until 19707 The winds of change
sweeping bver the Arab world probably would

s

4% on the part of thelr own clients,

. dissipate and squander it In
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v §
P88-01315
. !

[CR A

\l£ I

p.—‘mc ,t) o ﬂ(‘(.)‘cp) Dud‘"vx.cl. (,DQ.

L)

Rﬁééx?{é‘i*%ﬁ?ﬁﬂ5R°°C°f555’mszo, 1970
Shucky

Arab governments by nowW D e o ptid

l C LV\+€ v ?—v?’ﬁ'ko

have topmf%n:;(s

11 not for Israel,

truly moro wayen-handed” this must mean
that Isract will not he left “empty-handed”.

At tremendous sacrifices to her econnmy
and her people, Israel has heen paying canh
on the barrel-head for the sophisticated
wenponty sho necdn to counter the hugn
numbor of planes and tanks in the hands
of her enemlesn, '

I our government in truly reeking a “betler
balanced” poltcy in this area, Jet it pay
oloner nttentlon to the arms balance, The
U8, in its own best interests munt assure
that Isracl does not fall hehind in this erit-
tenl race, How long can Israel bear the hurden
of spending 25% of her Gross National Prod-
uct on defense? We epend 7%.

Courage, skill and hlood cn make up for
vastly inferior numbera of ‘weapons and
men—but not forever and not without dam-
age to tho quality of Israell soclety. T would
hate to sce another generation of Israelis
growing up to be fighter pilots, tank com-
manders and artilierymen rather than physi-

clsts, musiclans and doctors. But, as the - ..

Israclis say—''ein brera’'—there ia no cholce
for tho time belng, anyway.

With. the renlization of how Israel is
steadfastly serving the intereata of the United
Btates In the Greater Middle East, a small
investment now by our country in ensuring

Israel's future securlty would yleld consid-
. erable dividends,

1t Isrnel is willing to endure until the
Arab governments she has beaten three times
on the battlefield aro ready to negotiate, why
is the U.8. In such a hurry? Israel is merely
asking our country to be patient, and not to
lessen her support,

The Ruselans have always shown an ap-
precintion of military power as a factor in
international relations,

Thoy are not blind to the military prowess
of the Isrnell defense forces and the iack of
The UB.
'3 strength, not seek to
vain efforts to

should oxploit Isrnel

pincnte the Arab repimes,

While the United States in its global chess
gnme with the Soviet Union can afford to
win a couple, and lose a couple”, the Israelis
with an area the size of New Jetsey and &
population roughly that of our own state of
Connectiout lack this flexibility,

If Ysrael ia pressured into a mistake by
our own country at this eritical juncture n
her history, it could mean snother 2.000
years of the Diaspora.

MILITARISM IN AMERICA

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, the
January issue of the Center magazine,
published by the
of Democratic Institutions, contains an
Donald McDonald, en-

thoughtful and thorough study of the
influence of the military on our soclety,
our Government, and our foreign policy.
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Center for the Study

T commend it to the attention of Sena= ..

tors and other readers of the CONGRES=

-810NAL ReEcorp and I ask unanimous con-

gent that 1t be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REecorp,
as follows:

' MILITARISM IN AMERICA

(By Donald McDonald)
1s the United States a militarized society?
Two quick-—and contradictory—answers can
be given to this question. The “yes' answer
is usually based on & few pieces of evidence;
militery expenditures and the Vietnam war
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